no

CIVITAS DEI                             CH.

sion on terms which would not endanger the stability
of the international commonwealth we are picturing,
and which would not destroy its character as such.
And if this were found possible, a step would have
been taken towards the ultimate goal of incomparable
value. A real international commonwealth in being,
which included countries like India and Egypt, as
well as countries like England, Australia and New
Zealand, would once for all establish the idea of
a world commonwealth including all nations and
kindreds and peoples as the practical goal of human
affairs. The impulse of other nations to join it would
be greatly increased.

There are states in Europe as directly interested
in the route from the west to east as India, Egypt,
Australia, New Zealand or England herself. I am
thinking of a country like Holland, and in a lesser
degree Belgium, Denmark, Sweden, Norway and
Iceland. I can scarcely conceive statesmen from all
these countries with their various languages meeting
in convention with those of England, Australia and
New Zealand to found a new international common-
wealth which would, among other functions, control
the routes which connect the western and eastern
hemispheres. But if England, Australia and New
Zealand had once established a stable common-
wealth which controlled that route, with or without
the inclusion of India and Egypt, I can well con-
ceive that Holland might wish to enter that common-
wealth. I can also conceive her being admitted. And
if something of this kind should happen, Belgium
and the Scandinavian countries would quickly follow.
That diversity of language would offer no insuper-
able obstacle has already been proved by the League
of Nations. If, in spite of language difficulties, these
nations can now transact their business in the Council
and Assembly of Geneva, so could the business of a
commonwealth be transacted in a polyglot cabinet